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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 1 1 and 13 are objected to because of the following informalities: "one the 
first terminal and the second terminal" should be changed to "one of the first terminal 
and the second terminal". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-4 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Bennett et al (Patent No 5740245, hereinafter Bennett). 

As to claim 1, Bennett teaches: 

A communication system for providing face-to-face interactive real time text 
messaging (e.g., see Fig. 1), the system comprising: 

(a) a first and a second terminal (e.g., an associate examining attorney's terminal 
17 and an attorney's terminals 15, see Fig. 1), each terminal having a keyboard for 
entering text and a display for displaying entered and received text (e.g., see Fig. 8 Fig. 
6b), each terminal configured to transmit and receive text from the other terminal (e.g., 
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terminal 15 and 17 provide a vehicle for the examining and associate examining 
attorneys to exchange messages, see col. 8 lines 58-64 and Fig. 6b), the first terminal 
configured to delete text received and displayed by the second terminal (e.g., the 
associate's terminal 17 provides the capability of modifying the communication currently 
present on the attorney terminal 15, see col. 23 lines 1-6); and 

(b) a communication link between the first terminal and the second terminal (e.g., 
communication link 23 as shown in Fig. 1), the communication link configured to enable 
communication between the first and the second terminal in a face to face position and 
preclude communication beyond a face to face position (e.g., see Fig. 1 items 15, 17 
and 23). 

As to claim 4, Bennett teaches: 

A method providing two way interactive text messaging (e.g., see Fig. 1), the 
method comprising: 

(a) locating a first and a second terminal in a face to face position (e.g., an 
associate examining attorney's terminal 17 and an attorney's terminals 15, see Fig. 1); 

(b) keying text into the first terminal (e.g., see Fig. 8 and col. 22 lines 50-67); 

(c) displaying the keyed text at the first terminal (e.g., window 307 provides for 
input and display of messages, notes, etc, see Fig. 8 and col. 22 lines 50-67); 

(d) transmitting the displayed text from the first terminal to the second terminal 
(e.g., see col. 8 lines 58-64 and col. 22 lines 50-67); 

(e) displaying the transmitted text at the second terminal in conjunction with a 
first terminal identifier (e.g., see Fig. 6b); and 
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(f) deleting displayed text at the second terminal in response to a command from 
the first terminal (e.g., the associate's terminal 17 provides the capability of modifying 
the communication currently present on the attorney terminal 15, see col. 23 lines 1-6). 

As to claim 14, Bennett teaches: 

A communication system for providing face-to-face interactive real time text 
messaging (e.g., see Fig. 1), the system comprising: 

(a) a first and a second terminal (e.g., an associate examining attorney's terminal 
17 and an attorney's terminals 15, see Fig. 1), each terminal having a keyboard for 
entering text and a display for displaying entered and received text (e.g., see Fig. 8 Fig. 
6b), each terminal configured to transmit and receive text from the other terminal (e.g., 
terminal 15 and 17 provide a vehicle for the examining and associate examining 
attorneys to exchange messages, see col. 8 lines 58-64 and Fig. 6b), each terminal 
including translating programming for translating entered text from a first language to a 
different second language (e.g., see col. 16 lines 1-10); and 

(b) a communication link between the first terminal and the second terminal (e.g., 
communication link 23 as shown in Fig. 1), the communication link configured to enable 
communication between the first and the second terminal in a face to face position and 
preclude communication beyond a face to face position (e.g., communication link 23 as 
shown in Fig. 1). 
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As to claim 2, Bennett further teaches wherein the first and the second terminals 
are configured to precede each displayed line of text with an identifier of the sending 
terminal (e.g., see Fig. 6b). 

As to claim 3, Bennett teaches wherein the communication link includes a cable 
having a length to place the first and second terminals in the face-to-face position (e.g., 
see Fig. 1 items 15, 17 and 23). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bennett. 

As to claim 5, Bennett teaches: 

A method providing two way interactive text messaging (e.g., see Fig. 1), the 
method comprising: 

(a) locating a first and a second terminal in a face to face position (e.g., an 
associate examining attorney's terminal 17 and an attorney's terminals 15, see Fig. 1); 

(b) selecting one of a first set of predefined messages in the first terminal (e.g., 
selects the desired communication from the stack of messages, see col. 19 lines 58-65; 
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note that the functionality of communications in terminal 17 and terminal 15 are 
identical, see e.g., col. 22 lines 64-65 to col. 23 lines 1-6); 

(c) displaying the selected text at the first terminal (e.g., window 307 provides for 
input and display of messages, notes, etc, see col. 22 lines 50-63 and Fig. 8); 

(d) transmitting the displayed text from the first terminal (e.g., terminal 17) to the 
second terminal (e.g., communications can be communicated to other terminal, see col. 
19 lines 41-65; note that the functionality of communication in terminal 17 and terminal 
15 are identical, see e.g., col. 22 lines 64-65 to col. 23 lines 1-6); 

(e) displaying the transmitted text at the second terminal (terminal 15) in 
conjunction with a first terminal identifier (e.g., see Fig. 6b); and 

(f) selecting one of a different second set of predefined messages in the second 
terminal (e.g., in terminal 15, selects the desired communication from the stack of 
messages, see col. 19 lines 58-65). 

Bennett further teaches pressing a "number" key 278 "#" followed by the number 
previously associated with a specific Q & A, a terminal locates and display that Q &A in 
a display window (e.g., see col. 18 lines 37-45 and Fig. 6b). Bennett does not expressly 
teach that pressing a shortcut key to select a predefined message to be transmitted. 

However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have implemented the shortcut key function to allow a user 
to select a predefined message in a communication window, in view of Bennett, 
because Bennett suggests to the skilled artisan that shortcut keys are used to cause a 
display window to display the desired message (e.g., see col. 17, lines 62-67 to col. 18 
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lines 1-54). The motivation would be to allow a user to quickly access or select desired 
message or communication with less interaction than the usual method. 

As to claim 6, Bennett teaches the limitation of claim 5 for the reasons as 
discussed above. Bennett further teaches editing the selected message at the first 
terminal prior to transmitting to the second terminal (e.g., in terminal 17, 
communications can be created, modified, deleted, printed, or communicated to the 
other terminal; note that the functionality of communications to and from terminal 17 and 
terminal 15 are identical, see e.g., col. 19 lines 41-65 and col. 22 lines 64-65 to col. 23 
lines 1-6). Thus, Bennett's teaching would meet the claim limitation for the same 
reasons as discussed with respect to claim 5 above. 

As to claim 7, Bennett teaches the limitation of claim 5 for the reasons as 
discussed above. Bennett further teaches deleting, in response to a command from the 
first terminal, all previously transmitted and received messages between the first and 
the second terminal (e.g., the associate's terminal 17 provides the capability of 
modifying the communication currently present on the attorney terminal 15, see col. 23 
lines 1-6). Thus, Bennett's teaching would meet the claim limitation for the same 
reasons as discussed with respect to claim 5 above. 

As to claim 8, Bennett teaches the limitation of claim 5 for the reasons as 
discussed above. Bennett further teaches printing the previously transmitted and 
received messages between the first and the second terminal to include a signature line 
(e.g., communications can also be printed, see col. 19 lines 41-67). Thus, Bennett's 
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teaching would meet the claim limitation for the same reasons as discussed with 
respect to claim 5 above. 

6. Claims 9-10, 12, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bennett in view of Kawanaka (Patent No 6138145, hereinafter 
Kawanaka). 

As to claim 10, Bennett teaches: 

A face-to-face text communication system (e.g., see Fig. 1) comprising: 

(a) a first terminal having a first keyboard and a first display (e.g., an associate 
examining attorney's terminal 17, see Fig. 1); 

(b) a second terminal having a second keyboard and a second display (e.g., an 
attorney's terminals 15, see Fig. 1), both the first terminal and the second terminal 
configured to transmit and receive text from and to each other (e.g., terminal 15 and 17 
provide a vehicle for the examining and associate examining attorneys to exchange 
messages, see col. 8 lines 58-64 and Fig. 6b), the first terminal configured to invoke a 
predetermined display on the second terminal (e.g., the associate's terminal 17 provides 
the capability of modifying and sorting the communication currently present on the 
attorney terminal 15, see col. 23 lines 1-6). 

Bennett does not expressly teach that the first terminal can invoke a display on 
the second terminal without displaying the display on the first terminal. 

Kawanaka teaches the first terminal (e.g., supporting-side computer 1 , see col. 4 
lines 1-11 and Fig. 2) configured to invoke a predetermined display (e.g., see items 32- 
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39 in Fig. 10) on the second terminal (e.g., supported-side computer 2, see col. 4 lines 
1-11 and Fig. 3) without displaying the predetermined display on the first terminal (e.g., 
see Fig. 9 and Fig. 10). 

Bennett and Kawanaka are analogous art because they are from the same field 
of endeavor of providing communication between two computers. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have implemented the feature the first terminal can invoke a display on the second 
terminal without displaying the display on the first terminal as taught by Kawanaka to 
the real-time communication system as taught by Bennett to make it possible to carry 
out a real-time electronic dialog relative to a computer operated even by an operator 
unfamiliar with keyboard manipulation and to allow the electronic dialog between the 
computers to be performed easily and widely (e.g., see Kawanaka col. 7 lines 1-14) 

As to claim 12, Bennett teaches: 

A face-to-face text communication system (e.g., see Fig. 1) comprising: 

(a) a first terminal having a first keyboard and a first display (e.g., an associate 
examining attorney's terminal 17, see Fig. 1); 

(b) a computer having a second keyboard and a second display (e.g., an 
attorney's terminals 15, see Fig. 1), both the first terminal and computer configured to 
transmit and receive text from and to each other (e.g., terminal 15 and 17 provide a 
vehicle for the examining and associate examining attorneys to exchange messages, 
see col. 8 lines 58-64 and Fig. 6b), the first terminal configured to invoke a 
predetermined display on the computer (e.g., the associate's terminal 17 provides the 



Application/Control Number: 10/666,141 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2179 

capability of modifying and sorting the communication currently present on the attorney 
terminal 15, see col. 23 lines 1-6). 

Bennett does not expressly teach that the first terminal can invoke a display on 
the computer without displaying the display on the first terminal. 

Kawanaka teaches the first terminal (e.g., supporting-side computer 1 , see col. 4 
lines 1-11 and Fig. 2) configured to invoke a predetermined display (e.g., see items 32- 
39 in Fig. 10) on the computer (e.g., supported-side computer 2, see col. 4 lines 1-1 1 
and Fig. 3) without displaying the predetermined display on the first terminal (e.g., see 
Fig. 9 and Fig. 10). Thus, combining Bennett's teaching with Kawanaka's teaching 
would meet the claimed limitation for the same reason as discussed with respect to 
claim 10 above. 

As to claims 9 and 15, Bennett teaches the limitation of claims 5 and 14 for the 
reasons as discussed with respect to claims 5 and 14 above. Bennett does not 
expressly teach that displaying a predetermined message from the first terminal only on 
the second terminal. Kawanaka teaches displaying a predetermined message from the 
first terminal only on the second terminal in response to a command at the first terminal 
(e.g., see Fig. 9 and Fig. 10). Thus, combining Bennett's teaching with Kawanaka's 
teaching would meet the claimed limitation for the same reason as discussed with 
respect to claim 10 above. 
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7. Claims 1 1 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bennett in view of Kawanaka further in view of Hamilton (Patent No 5176520, 
hereinafter Hamilton). 

As to claims 11 and 13, Bennett and Kawanaka teach the limitation of claim 1 0 and 
12 for the reasons as discussed with respect to claims 10 and 12 above. Bennett 
further teaches wherein the first terminal is configured to delete text received at the 
second terminal or computer (e.g., the associate's terminal 17 provides the capability of 
modifying the communication currently present on the attorney terminal 15, see col. 23 
lines 1-6). 

Bennett does not teach that the second terminal or computer is configured to 
delete text received at the remaining terminal. Hamilton teaches a computer assisted 
instructional delivery system that enable both teacher and student while in eraser mode 
allow a small rectangle of blank space to "white out" anything that is at the position (see 
col. 3 lines 31-38 and col. 13 lines 42-66). 

Bennett, Kawanaka, and Hamilton are analogous art because they are from the 
same field of endeavor of two-way communication system that transmit and receiver 
information from a computer or terminal to another. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
implemented the deleting function in second terminal as well to provide the ability of 
simultaneously written interactions between users (e.g., see Hamilton col. 1 lines 55- 
58). 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.1 1 1(c) to consider 
these references fully when responding to this action. 

Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns, line numbers, and figures in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teaching of the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TuyetLien (Lien) T. Tran whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1033. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Friday: 7:30 - 5:00, off on alternating 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

T.T Lien Tran 

1/8/2007 Examiner 
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